The following is an edited version of the after-dinner talk given by
First, let me express my warm thanks to Ben Outhwaite, Rebecca Jefferson and Siam Bhayro in particular but also to the whole team in the Genizah Research Unit for going to such inordinate lengths in making all the arrangements for this conference and ensuring its overall success. I am also greatly indebted to all of you for coming such long distances to participate, for the important, informative and interesting papers that you have given and will be giving, and for all your kind wishes, both written and oral. In sum, I am deeply grateful and not a little moved by the generosity that Shulie and I have experienced from so many colleagues.
Apart from functioning as the recipient of so much kindness and thoughtfulness, and offering the thanks that are due to all of you, what precisely is the purpose of this presentation by me here this evening? As with all scholarly initiatives, this topic has been the subject of some variance of opinion among all those involved in planning these proceedings. What would indeed be most appropriate for me to undertake this evening?
What immediately occurs is obviously the possibility of another scholarly paper, ideally something utterly dull on the technical, textual variations between one manuscript prayer-book or Genizah fragment and several others. I never seem to be short of something to say or lacking in data with which to anaesthetise my colleagues in that respect. I am, however, already committed to four such papers this summer so a fifth is perhaps somewhat de trop and there is, after all, a limit even to my imaginativeness and speculation. I am also conscious of the fact that it would raise some questions if I contributed to my own Festschrift. You can, I am sure, imagine the kind of comment that such a contribution would precipitate: 'Not only does Reif always ensure that his photograph is in every issue of the Unit's newsletter even when he has stopped editing it; he also has to be a major contributor to the essays in his own honour'! Perhaps what is called for, then, is a serious analysis of the University of Cambridge, of the University Library, of the Faculty of Oriental Studies and perhaps also of other institutions within the University. I could undertake an assessment of their generosity to staff, their innovation, their intense industry, their social cohesion, their willingness to adjust to all new situations. The slight problem with such an analysis is that a wholly favourable evaluation might lead to questions about integrity and honesty (might, I said, might) while a less than favourable evaluation if, heaven forbid, one could think of anything unfavourable to say, would probably lead to litigation. So it came about that another idea occurred to us all.
What 
